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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) FROM 
THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1.136(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If the period for reply specified above is less than thirty (30) days, a reply within the statutory minimum of thirty (30) days will be considered timely. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- Failure to reply within the set or extended period for reply will, by statute, cause the application to become ABANDONED (35 U.S.C. § 133). 
Any reply received by the Office later than three months after the mailing date of this communication, even if timely filed, may reduce any ■ 
earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1.704(b). 

Status 

1 )£K] Responsive to communication(s) filed on 01 September 2004 . 
2a)[x] This action is FINAL. 2b)D This action is non-final. 

3) D Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 

closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 1 1 , 453 O.G. 213. 
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5) IEI Claim(s) 16-20 and 59 is/are allowed. 

6) KI Claim(s) 45,46,52,53,55,58, & 60-74 is/are rejected. 
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8) D Claim(s) are subject to restriction and/or election requirement. 

Application Papers 

9) D The specification is objected to by the Examiner. 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the correction is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
1 1 )D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-1 52. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Applicants' arguments, filed 9/1/04, have been fully considered but they are not 
deemed to be persuasive. Rejections and/or objections not reiterated from previous 
office actions are hereby withdrawn. The following rejections and/or objections are 
either reiterated or newly applied. They constitute the complete set presently being 
applied to the instant application. 

NEW MATTER 

Claims 45, 46, 52, 55, 58, and 60-74 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first 
paragraph, as failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) 
contains subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the 
application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

Applicants have amended claims 45 etc. either directly or via dependence to 
require a pool of first and second different decoder binding ligands. Applicants point to 
the specification on page 6, line 22, and page 26, line 16, for written basis for this 
amending. Consideration of said page 6 citation reveals that pools of decoder ligands 
are utilized in sequential fashion. No such sequential utilization is present in the claims 
corresponding to the newly added claim limitations. Therefore, the claims contain NEW 
MATTER as being broader than this aspect of invention as originally filed. 
Consideration of said page 26 citation reveals similarly that each pool therein cited 
contains only one of the n tags. This also fails to provide written support for the present 
claim limitations wherein the pool contains a first and second identifier tag. Further 
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consideration of the entirety of the instant disclosure also has failed to reveal written 
support for the now amended claims. This rejection is necessitated by amendment. 

PRIOR ART 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
under 37 CFR 1.56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claims 45, 46, 52, 53, 55, 61 , 64, and 65 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Walt et al. (P/N 6,023,540). 

This rejection is reiterated and maintained from the previous office action, mailed 
6/3/04. Applicants argue that the pool limitation added to claim 45, for example, is not 
disclosed in Walt et al. In response the pool limitations that have written basis as filed 
support the concept that pooling may be reasonably interpreted as pooling decoder 
ligands applied in a sequential fashion, one at a time as also admitted by applicants as 
being disclosed in Walt et al. The second argument of applicants is also non- 
persuasive regarding claims 53 and 59 because the decoder ligands of Walt et al. were 
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previously pointed to as containing different identifier ligands therein albeit with the 
same label for detection therefore supporting this rejection. 

. Claims 45, 46, 52, 53, 55, 60-67, and 70-74 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 
103(a) as being unpatentable over Walt et al. (P/N 6,023,540); taken in view of Bamdad 
etal.(P/N 6,197,515). 

This rejection is reiterated and maintained from the previous office action, mailed 
6/3/04, and as necessitated by amendment regarding newly added claims. This 
rejection has not been argued other than already responded to above regarding the 
above rejection as being non-persuasive. It is equally non-persuasive therefore herein. 

Claims 16-20 and 59 are allowable. 



Applicants' amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicants are reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Papers related to this application may be submitted to Technical Center 1600 by 
facsimile transmission. Papers should be faxed to Technical Center 1600 via the 
Central PTO Fax Center. The faxing of such papers must conform with the notices 
published in the Official Gazette, 1096 OG 30 (November 15, 1988), 1 156 OG 61 
(November 16, 1993), and 1 157 OG 94 (December 28, 1993)(See 37 CFR § 1.6(d)). 
The Central PTO Fax Center number is (571) 273-8300. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Ardin Marschel, Ph.D., whose telephone number is 
(571) 272-0718. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 8 A.M. 
to 4 P.M. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael Woodward, Ph.D., can be reached on (571) 272-0722. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application should 
be directed to Legal Instrument Examiner, Tina Plunkett, whose telephone number is 
(571)272-0549. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



December 10, 2004 




